United States of America vs.

DOCKET NO. P | 84

(CAROLYN DELORES WEBB,

DEFENDANT

United States District Court s

d

~CR-103-BT ]

e e ]

a/k/a Mary alice Webb

JUDGMENT AND: PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER: © aoiiss s/

In the presence of the aitorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

»—

YEAR

84

DAY

30

MONTH

11

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to

COUNSEL L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL
have counsel appuinted by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
XX | WiTH COUNSEL  + ROBERT G. COPELAND, Appointed Comnsel® | | F- !
{Name of counset)
G Y i isfi NTENDERE
PLEA Va'dl UILT /, énd t-hc ;c)_urt being satisfied that L__INOLOCO R L nggm ..
there is a factual basjs for the pleca, -
L__J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Ja‘fk C. Silver, Clerk
There being a finding/vetdim of u' s DISTR'CT COUR'{
XX 1 GUILTY.
Deiendant has been convicled as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & > Section 1705 as charged in Count one of the Indictment and of
JUDGMENT having violated Title 18, U.S.C., Section 1708 as charged in Count
two of the Indictment.
-

v\ The court acked whether defendant had anything 10 say why judgment should not be p‘ronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, ur appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilly as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custedy of the Attorney General or his autherized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE > Count 1 - Three (3) years pursuant to Title 18, U.S.C., Sec. 4205{(a).
OR :
PROBATION Count 2 - Five (5) years pursuant to Title 18, UG.S.C., Sec. 4205(a).
ORDER It is further ordered that the sentence imposed in Count
Two shall run consecutively to the sentence imposed in
Count One.
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS .
OF
PROBATION )
ADDITIONAL " .
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions ot probation imposed above, it i hereby ordered that the general conditions of probauon set '(JU[ on the
aF reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the vonditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probuatioe period of withan 4 maximum piobaliva period of five years permitied by law, may issue & warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation ror 4 violation occurring during the probaticn period.
\,
/" The court orders commitment to the custedy o the Attorney General and recommunds,
Appj;‘oved as form: It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
-~ - i a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT / ) 24 /}_ ! _}1‘1 é%(?/\. — and commitment to the U5, Mar-
RECOMMEN. {rf : shal or other qualified officer,
DATION Ben F. Baker
Asst. U.S5. Attorney
.
SIGNED BY

e

,4—7 Ll - 7
L ; A > e
e, "é:f-:f{fr:’f%{(ﬁfzfd C%

THOMAS R. BRETT 11-30-84

l_X?.{. W.S. District Judge

{1 U5 Maqistrate %

//

Date




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHEEN DISTRICT OF OQOXKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICAH,
Plaintiff,
vs.

CAROLYN DELORES WEEE,
a/k/a MARY ALICE WEBB,

it et et st et St Vs Vo gt o

Defendant. No. 84-CR-103-BT

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby
dismisses with prejudice Counts 3 and 4 of the Indictment

against CAROLYN DELORES WEBB, a/k/a MARY ALICE WEBB, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

S I
. Bub\.\ ‘k‘ [361&;:2;1

- Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing

dismissal.

3
Y B . ‘\9&\ -
a / TS

2 . col < N )
/:ec.L;-‘,'1 e

United States District Judge

Date: H 30 fé{-
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHEERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vS.

VERNIS SUE HALLMARK,

et

/

No. 84-CR-72-B

Defendant.

wea 8¢ R

CRDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48 (a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the

United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses all previous Indictments against defendant VERNIS

SUE HALLMARK, with prejudice.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

AL,

Assistant Unlted States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

/ )
/ 6/ - A, 7 T £

-

United States District Judge

Date: [ff-29-5%/
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs.

REGINA MARIE SCOTT,

[ T S S

Defendant.

No. 84-CR-72-B Sle & °:

o ':; : o T

. Gel O e

ORDER_FOR DISMISSAL et o
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.‘} it
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X
18
¢

i
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=i
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules-of

Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses all previous Indictments against defendant REGINA

MARIE SCOTT, with prejudice.

LAYN R, PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

CLL Ll

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

5 e
A Yy BT A

United States District Judge

Date: /.29-g¢/



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

KoV 28 (T4

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

No. 81-CR=63~C
84-C-820-C

vs.

MARION FRANCIS WEBSTER

Defendant;

CRDER

Now before the Court for its consideration is the Motion of
defendant Marion Francis Webster to Vacate Sentence; or in the
Alternative, to Set Aside Sentences or in the Alternative, to
Correct Sentence, pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. §2255. Defendant
alleges in his motions that the Court erred pursuant to Rules
32(cy (1), 32(e)(2), 32i(c)(3)(D), and 32 (¢) (3) (F) of the
F.R.Cr.P.; that the Court erred by pronouncing an ambiguous
judgment of the sentence; that the Court erred by allowing the
suppression of evidence known to be exculpatory to defendant;
that the Court erred by allowing "officers of the Court" to
violate defendant's constitutional rights to due process, equal
protection, and "liberty" under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amend-
ments.

On November 24, 1981, defendant was tried and found guilty
of all but two counts of a 19-count indictment involving the

conversion and misapplication of government property, Indian

-



property, false statements on bank loans, and receiving a stolen
motor vehicle. On April 26, 1982, the Motion of defendant for
Judgment of Acquittal NOV and for a new trial was overruled.

It is well-established that a motion to vacate, set aside,
or correct sentence may not be invoked to rgl;pigate guestions
which were, or should have been, raised oﬁ‘ direct appeal.
Battaglia v. U.S., 428 F.2d 957 (9th Cir. 1970); Williams v.
U.S., 334 F.Supp. 669 (D.C.N.Y. 1971). |

Therefore, defendant's motion under Title 28 U.S5.C. §2255

should be and hereby is denied.

IT IS SO ORDERED this 2 6/ day of November, 1984,

H. DALE  C
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court



NOV 28 1aed
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QOKLAHOMA

LUTHER BEN LONG,
Movant,

No. 84-C-869-C
. 82-CR-1-C

vs.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA;

g e vt St et St vt

Respondent.

Now before the Court for its consideration is Luther Ben
Long's motion pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. §2255 to vacate, set
aside, or correct sentence by a person in federal custody.

The movant was charged by indictment in Case No. 82-CR-1-C
with nine counts of violating Title 18 U.S.C. §1708, in that he
knowingly possessed stolen mail. Movant was found guilty of all
nine counts by a jury, by verdict rendered March 4, 1982. Movant
was sentenced on April 13, 1982, to four (4) years as to Counts
One (1), Two (2) and Three (3), with Counts 2 and 3 to run
concurrent with the sentence imposed in Count 1, Pour (4} years
as to Counts Four (4), Five (5), Six (6), Seven (7), Eight (8),
and Nine (9) with Counts 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 to run concurrent with
the sentence imposed in Count 4. In addition, the sentence as to

Counts 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 is to run consecutive toc the sentence




imposed in the other three remaining counts. The United States
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit having affirmed this
conviction in May, 1983, movant surrendered for incarceration on

June 16, 1983.

-

P

Movant contends, as the basis for this §2255 motion, that:

~

a. he was denied his right to the effective assis-
tance of counsel by virtue of appointed counsel's
failure to cbject to erroneous and prejudicial
jury instructions and failure to object to the
imposition of multiple sentences for a single
criminal offense;

b. the Court's instructions to the 3jury regarding
each count of the indictment's being a separate
offense were erroneous and prejudicial such to
deny movant a fair and impartial trial; and

c. the multiple sentences imposed upon movant are
illegal, null and void when but a single offense
is charged in the indictment.

Movant's contentions should have been raised in his appeal
and are not, therefore, proper matters for this Court's consid-
eration. A section 2255 motion cannot substitute for an appeal's
being taken, and we find no circumstances present here for making

an exception to this rule. Garcia v. United States, 492 F.2d 395

(10th Cir. 1974), cert. denied, 419 U.S. 897 (1974). ©Nor can it

serve to present to this Ccurt at this time additional issues,




which are allegedly based on facts all known to movant prior to
his filing his appeal.
Accordingly, +this Court finds that movant's motion to

vacate, set aside, or correct sentence should be and hereby is
I -

SRt

denied. IR

el

IT IS SO ORDERED this ,ZJ/ day of November, 1984.

o -
H. DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




United States of America vs. - United Stﬂa’tes District Coul‘.‘t for

DEFENDANT

A

5 t8/74)
LED

In the presence of the attorney for the governmoent MONTH DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date = 11 27 84

COUNSEL L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

s

EX ywitHcounser 1 _C. W. Hack, Appointed Counsel _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ J
. (Name of counsel) — e,
(I R S

XX | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | ] NOLO CONTENDERE, LI NOT GUI-LTY -
there is a factual basis for the plea, N
-NOV 271984

{—— ) NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/vé&ia of ook O Sihver

[ ¥l
iy writed

O GUILTY. R T -
1 I~ OB I BT
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vio ldtad )Ti-tlfé 21, IU. s.c.,
FINDING & > Section 843(b} as charged in the one count superseding information,

JUDGMENT

PLEA

)

I

The court asked whether defendant had anything to <ay why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attoraey General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE Count 1 - Three (3) years on the condition that the defendant be
O0R > confined in a jail or treatment type institution for
PROBATION a period of Six (6) months, execution of the remainder
ORDER of the sentence is suspended and the defendant is placed

on probation for a period of Thirty (30) months to commence
upon release from confinement.

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF . . , ,
PROBATION It is ordered that the execution of the sentence is deferred until
+ 11:00 a.m. on January 4, 1985 at which time the defendant is to
present herself to the designated institution. U.S. Marshal will
advise defendant of the designated institution.
ADDITIONAL :
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probaton imnosed above, it is hereby wrdered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
OF reverse side of this judgment be imposed, The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the protation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION prebation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

>The court aorders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

Approved as to form: it is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified capy of this judgment
COMMITMENT A /M and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
HE::,?::’EN- Gerald Hilsher shal or other quatified officer.
Asst. U.S. Attorney
[
SIGNED BY
®X J U, District Judoge /-"’/_))/// g P _
. 7y ’ //75 7 -
1 U.S. Magistrate } A'f"' /{_Z é/j’/_/{:_({//:% /:{ 7 M ]

THOMAS R. BRETT oste _11-27-84 R

/8




United States District Court s

United States of America vs.

84-CR=72-07-BT |

DEFENDANT

DOCKET NG. P |

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P
PP P 11 27 84
COUNSEL L—J WEITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appainted by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,
LXX wiTH coUnsEL L Joseph F. Clark, Jr., Appointed Counsel _ _ __ _ _ _ 1
{Name of counset) - \ e
- Y,
LXXJ) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___INOLO CONTENDERE, L INOT GUI_LTY -

PLEA

)

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L4 NOT GUILTY. Defendant |s discharged“

NOV 2 / 1984

L)SX_I U.5. District Judge

b4 U.S, Magistrate

(17

There being a finding/ &It Xof Jaok £ Silupr £ray
LXK GUILTY. o sbicr, Gl
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having wviclated ETe Y J. 5o |'
FINDING & &_ Section 843(b) as charged in the one count superseding information.
JUDGMENT
_—

\  The tourl asked whether defendant had anything 1o say why judgment should not be p'ronounced. Because no sufficient ca'use to the contrary
was shown, or appeared 1o the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed Lo the custody of the Attorney Gereral or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE - .
o Ct. 1 Three (3) years pursuant to Title 18, U.S.C., Section
4205(b) (2).
PROBATIDN
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS ii 1s ordered that the execution of sentence is deferred until
Pnooﬂ1u :00 a.m. on January 4, 1985, at which time the defendant is to
BATIO present herself to the designated institution. U.S. Marshal
will advise defendant of the designated institution.
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions ol probation i posed above, it is hereby ardered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
oF reverse side of Lhis judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period of within 4 maximum probdtion period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation eccurring during the probation period.
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
Approved as to form: It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT Z o A and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- , shal or other qualified officer.
DATION Gerald Hilsher
Asst. U.S. Attorney
-/
SIGNED BY

O T i _
Y Grrt iif.’/?/c/b/{?’\ |

THOMAS R. BRETT 11-27-84 i

Date




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR i I e o L
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 76-CR-158-C

LACY LEE PARKER,

e At e e e e e A

Defendant.

ORDER QF REVOCATION

On March 22, 1977, céme the attorney for the government, and
the defendant appeared in person and by counsel.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant, Lacy Lee Parker, upon a
jury verdict of guilty, was convicted of having violated Title 18,
U.S.C., §§371, 2314 and 2, as charged in the Indictment.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant be committed to the custody
of the Attorney General for a period of Two (2) Years as to Count 1.
As to Counts 2, 3, 4 and 5, the inposition of sentence was suspended
and the defendant placed on probation for a period of Five (5) Years
as to each count; to run concurrent with the period of probation
imposed in Count 2; all to commence upon release from incarceration.
In addition to the usual conditions of probation, defendant was ordered
to make restitution in the amount of $12,439.00, at the rate of $230.35

a month, beginning the second month after release from incarceration.




Thereafter, on the 25th day of July, 1984, there having been filed
an application by the supervising probation officer that the defendant's
probation be revoked and the grounds therefor being set thereon, and
upon approval of the Court, summons was issued for the probationer to
appear before the Court for a hearing on the Petition for Revocation.

Thereafter, and on September 11, 1984, pursuant to said summons,
the probationer appeared before the Court with counsel. The government
was represented. Thereafter, the Court directed that the probation
officer recite and advise the Courz and defendant the grounds of revo-
cation. The probationer, having been given a written notice of the
alleged violation of probafion, and there having been made a disclosure
of the evidence against him, and being provided an opportunity to appear
and present evidence in his own behalf, together with the opportunity
to question witnesses against him, the probationer confirmed and admitted
Violation #3. The government abandoned allegations contained in Vio-
lation #2. After testimony by witnesses and introduction of exhibits,
the Court continued said revocation hearing.

Thereafter, and on October 19, 1984, the revocation hearing was
concluded. The Court found that the defendant had violated the terms
of his probation and that probation should be revoked. The Court
ordered a presentence investigation.

Now, on this 27th day of November, 1984,

IT IS ORDERED that the Order of Probation, entered on March 22,
1377, be revoked and set aside.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant, Lacy Lee Parker, is

- =




hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized
representative for imprisonment for a period of:
Count 2 - Eighteen (18) months.
Counts 3, 4, 5 - The defendant is fined $2,000.00 as to each count,
for a total fine of $6,000.00. The defendant shall stand committed
until such fine is paid or until defendant is released under due
process of law. _
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is
deferred until December 10, 1984, at 9:00 a.m., at which time
defendant shall surrender directly to the institution as

designated by the U. S. Marshal in execution of said sentence.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of this Court deliver a
certified copy of this Judgment and Order of Revocation to the U. S.
Marshall or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the

commitment of the defendant.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this 27th day of November, 1984.

J7“Vbé;>.Lng_é//
H. DALE OK

Chief Judge




o 27 16l

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE =~
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, V////
70-CR-39-C

84-C-602~C

vSs. No.

WALTER T. NAPIER,

B T L L e

Movant.

ORDER

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion of
the defendant pursuant to Title 28 United States Code Section
2255. Because Mr. Napier failed to complete the form complaint,
the Court issued an order on July 18, 1984, requiring Mr. Napier
to complete the §2255 form more fully and to supply the Court
with grounds for the motion and any additional supporting docu-
mentation. On August 28, 1984, Mr. Napier responded by filing a
new and still uncompleted form for a motion under §2255, but
attaching a brief in support of a Writ of Habeas Corpus under
Title 28 U.S.C. §2241.

Since the Court can only conclude from these actions that
Mr. Napier has chosen to abandon his motion under Section 2255,
that motion must be dismissed.

As to Mr. Napier's motion under Title 28 U,S.C. Section
2241, this Court has no jurisdiction to entertain petitioner's

motion. Petitioner is presently incarcerated in the Jess Dunn



Correctional Center in Taft, Oklahoma, which 1is within +the
jurisdiction of the U. S. District Court for the Eastern District
of Oklahoma. Habeas Corpus Jjurisdiction conferred on federal
district court is limited to petitions filed by persons physical-
ly present within the territorial limits of the district court.-

White v. State of Tenn., 447 PF.2d 1354 (6th Cir. 1971). In

additicn, petitioner asks for relief in the form of a parole
revocation hearing; and if such is not granted by the Federal
Parole Commission, he asks for release from his confinement under
a state charge. Clearly petitioner would not be entitled to
release under the circumstances plead in his motion under §2241.
It is well-established that habeas corpus may not be used as a
means of securing determination of judicial questions which, if
determined in petitioner's favor, will not result in his immedi=~
ate release. McMahon v. Hunter, 150 F.2d 498 (10th Cir. 1945).
The Court has also been advised by the Pre-Release Analyst with
the United States Parole Commission that on May 9, 1984, Mr.
Napier was afforded an in-person parole revocation hearing at
which time the examiners found that his parole should be revoked
and that none of the time spent on parole would be credited
toward his federal sentence. Following the hearing, Napier
appealed the findings of the Commission to the regional level and
then to the national appeals board in Washington, D. C. and the
findings of the Commission were upheld on both appeal levels.
Therefore, it appears that Mr. Napier's Motion under Secticn 2241

is alsoc moot.



Therefore, Mr. Napier's motions under Title 28 U.S.C. §2255
and §2241 should be and hereby are dismissed in all respects.
A
IT IS SO ORDERED this !2;2 day of November, 1984.

N |

_

H. DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERK DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs,

DARRELL DEWAYNE SMITH,

Defendant.

No. B4-CFk-72-04-B

OFDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48{a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma
hereby dismisses all preceding Indictments against defendant

DARRELL DEWAYNFE SMITH, with preijudice,

LAYN R, PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

el B

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

S/ THOMAS R. BReTT

United States District Judge

Date: 7Jo1h. €, /98y




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA BT 28 1

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintif£,

7 _\
No_81-CR-61-C -
84-C-850-C

vs.

JOSEPH LEONARD COX, JR.,

B e ]

Defendant.

ORDER

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion of
movant Joseph Leonard Cox, Jr. to vacate, set aside, or correct
sentence by a person in federal custody pursuant to Title 28
U.5.C. §2255.

Movant was charged, by indictment filed July 7, 1981, with
four counts of violating Title 18' U.S.C. §§922 and 924. On
August 21, 1981, a jury returned;a verdict o¢f not guilty as to
two counts and guilty as to the fdfher two .counts regarding
unlawfully receiving a firearm shipped in intevrstate commerce
after former conviction. Oh October 15, 1981, movant was sen-
tenced to a period of probation for three years as to each count,
such probation periods to run concurrently. Movant did not
appeal.

On December 12, 1982, pursuant to application by the pro-
bation officer, this Court heard evidence at a revocation hear-

ing, wherein movant admitted violating the +terms of his




probation. The Court, on February 11, 1983, did not revoke pro-
bation, but instead extended the probation period for two addi-
tional vyears, for a total of five. Movant was ordered not to_
return to Osage County, Oklahoma, and was instead ordered to go
to his brother's in Chicken, Alaska, and to report for probation
supervision there.

On May 15, 1984, movant filed this section 2255 motion in
Alaska. Movant alleges several grounds as a basis £for this
motion:

1. denial of effective assistance of counsel;

2. conviction- obtained by use of coerced confession;
3. illegal time served in county jail; and
4. unfair treatment; harassment.

The United States District Court of Alaska, by order of the
Honorable Judge James M. ¥fitzgerald, f£filed Odtobér 12, 1984,
answered movant's claim regarding ineffective assistance of
counsel. The remaining claims wgre.transferred to this Court as
the court of the original c0nvict{on and sentence for determina-
tion. ‘

Movant was tried on four counts and.convicted of two. Any
attack on such finding of ‘guilty should have been made by a
proper appeal. A section 2255 motion cannot substitute for an
appeal's being taken in this case, and we find no circumstances
present here for making an exception to this rule. Garcia v.

UUnited States, 492 F.2d 395 (10th Cir. 1974), cert. denied, 419

U.S. 897 (1974). Accordingly, movant's claim regarding a coerced

confession must be denied.




Movant alleges the time he served in the Osage County jail
was illegal. We disagree. A section 2255 motion may attack the

sentence per se, but not the execution of it. See Tanner v.

Moseley, 441 F.2d 122 (8th Cir. 1971). In addition, Title 18
U.S.C. §4082 provides in pertinent part that:

(b) The Attorney General may designate as a
place of confinement any available, suitable,
and appropriate institution or facility,
whether maintained by the Federal Government
or otherwise, and whether within or without
the judicial district in which the person was
convicted, and may at any time transfer a
person from one place of confirement to
another. '

Finally, this €ourt finds movant's_claim of unfair treatment
to be without merit. )
Accordingly, having completely and carefully reviewed the

record before us, this Court finds movant Joseph Leonard Cox,

Jr.'s section 2255 motion should be and hereby is dénied.

IT IS SO ORDERED this o2& day of November, 1984.

H. DALE CO
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court



United States of America vs. - United St."*ytes District Court for

b o 4 LTHE NORY3ERN DISTRICF OF OKLAHOMA ,

DEFENDANT )
L EA‘_Y _FEHEY__ C}?_LETE _____ 1 DOCKET NO. 3 | 8"’(33"10.9"3'1' J

JUDGMENT AND PBOBAT'ON[?"T;'-e"fu'-'_'n';r?é“ ORDER AO 245 (6/74)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 11- 21- 84

COUNSEL L__J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right 1o counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X wiTHcounset  L_J. Staphen _quh,__c:mrt.u?ointd_ 2 S 1

: (Name of counsel}

(I GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that LI NOLO CONTENDERE, L. NOR.GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, S Ty
S L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant i discharged LR
There being a finding/yagdiet of =

LX 1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18 U. 8. C
- - - ’

FINDING & &sqction 1341 as charged in Count One (1) of the indictment.
JUDGMENT

S

\ The courl asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that:m

SENTENCE
oR > _ Count 1 - Imposition of sentmnce is sugpended and defendant
PROBATION is placed on probation for a psriod of Two (2) Years.
ORDER . : . :
SPECIAL . . )
oF HER ORDERED that the Defendant make restitution
PROBATION ~ én ;hﬂpmobunt of ggv.oo to be paid as directed by the
« 8. Probation Office for the Northern District of Oklahoma
Tulsza, Oklahoma. : e o : ’
ADDITIONAL "
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
OF reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

any time during the probatign period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitied by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probaticn period. ) ‘ ‘

>The court orders commitment to the ci’;?o??%#ttﬁ%ﬁﬁy%ﬁii@e@mmds)

0 8 ™3 s
a bistriet of Oklahcma) SR is ordered that the Clerk deliver

Approved [ : Ty . a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT | APP as to form: I here by ecerti Ty that the fora p_;itm'::’lt to the U.S. Mar-

RECOMMEN- iz & frno 5 sndromm o e :
B4 erud shal or other qualified officer.

—_/ ) et 2
RKelth War. Silver, Clerk

) .
coMME \WA;/“ m i thiml :101- _.-_:)y 20 the originol bd tote
: e . S P
éuA ) 1 (,4( Jack C,
SIGNEDSY  Agsistant [I,S.Attorney ﬂﬁv—%\.@z“w

Bg—J U.5. District Judge -

LA e N R
L) LS. Maglstrate ’ ";/;-V@(/{M / o ,,{,g’ E“”"{]
’_:, | )

FNTP SRR M e e v e e Date 1.1.:2].::24—————-'




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

e 1 . i
I f— Lowe
w,

L1
N LT

KUV 2 11984

Jack 0.
U. 2

P
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vsS.

" RAY HENRY CATLETT,

Yt St St it s mmil St vt mm st

Defendant. No. 84-CR-100-Bt

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48 (a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon,

the United States Attorney for the Northern District of

Oklahoma hereby dismisses with prejudice COUNTS TWO

through SEVEN of the INDICTMENT, against RAY HENRYSCATLETT,

defendant.

%& Lo L

KEITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

s

United States District Judge

foregoing dismissal.

Date: November 21, 1984




United States of America vs. _ - } United States District .Court for
b o e e 1 L_THE NOK...ERN DISTRICT OF_OKLAHOMA ,

DEFENDANT

L DARRELL DEWAYNE SMITH ___ _. _ — DOcKET NO. P 84-CR-72-04-BT J

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date > 11- 20- 84

COUNSEL L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

PLEA

)

LX 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L I NOLO CONTENDERE, {  NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, ' - . ' i

L} NOT GUILTY, Defendant is discharged

There being a findingsershwt of
X1 GUILTY,

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of haVing violated Title 21, U.s.C.
FINDING & | Section 841(a) (1) as charged in the one count Superseding Information.

JUDGMENT

U

\  The court asked whether defendant had anything to sy why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared Lo the court, the court adjudzed the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is

herechy committed 10 the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

“NE?mE Count 1 ~ Four {4) Years, with a Special Parole Term
PROBATION ' of Two (2) years, to commence at the expiration
DROER of the sentence imposed herein. . _

SPECIAL : .

CONDITIONS - 3
OF S -
PROBATION ) DS )

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imyosed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
OF reverse side of this judgment be imposced. The Courl may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probatian period of within a maximum probation period of five years permitied by law, may issue 2 warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a4 violation occurring during the probation period.

1]
>Thc court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
the defendant ) .

Approved as to Form: receive treatment it is ardered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT . i a certified copy of this judgment
M ’ for drug addiction, and commitment to the U.5. Mar

RECOMMEN. 1 shal or other qualified officer.

DATIDN - .
Gerald Hilsher, N

J Asst.U.S5. Attorney

SIGNED BY
LX) U5, District Judae

—

THOMAS R.BRETT,JUDGE cate 11-20-84 1

e J ULS. Magistrate




L
united States of America vs. Unlted Sta.tes District Court for
e N HGRTHEL RISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA
DEFENDANT cm.n:.xs SAM, ., T T - ST TTT T T T T T T T e .
- e e 1 DOCKET NO. *l 84-CR-108-E ]
JUDGMENT AND PBOBAT'ON/L\;:J- -‘nn . -c'tu-l‘:- 'u A0'245t6/74)
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date Pi— 11 & B4

COUNSEL L__J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the cou't advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to

have counse! appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon wawcd assmanci of COE E

X Charl} Troed, Cr. .
LI WITH COUNSEL 1 es oe t. Apptd

{Name of counsel)

X
PLEA L 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | { NOLO CONTENDERE, | NWUILQW
there is a factual basjs for the pica,

. _T Jjﬂﬁ(: Sitver, Clerh
_ L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged L} m\u\itf c r..

There being a finding /¥ k¥t of X
L2 GUILTY,

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vielated Title 18, U.8.C.,
FINDING & | Section 495, as charged in Counts one and three of the Imdictment.

JUDGMENT

o

B \  The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shouid not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause Lo the contrary
ﬁli ihown or_appeared (o lhc Luurl the court adjudped ihe defendant guilty 4s charged and convicted and ordered that:

ERERETZHATREE RN TR SR EEXX
SENTENCE COUSYS 1 & 3 ~ The fimposition of sentence is suspeaded and the
OR defendant is placed on probation for a periecd of
PROBATION FIVE (5) YRARS from this date.
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF

PROBATION The - dafendant 1is ORDERED to mabe restitution Iin the amcunt of
$2,431.71, in payments ss datermined by the Probaction office.

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
aF reverse side of this judgment be imposcd. I'he Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probatign period or within & max.mum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

>Thc court orders cormmitment Lo the custoc¢y of the Attorney General and recommiends,

it is ordered that the Cierk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal ur other qualified ufficer.
DATION

-/
SIGNED BY
S SR
U.S. Dustrict Judge

4 i U5, Magistrate ’ _____ L L ]
WT"G. Hﬁ'ﬁ 11-16-~-84

Crate
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE' ' .77 7., or

Y s,y g

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA -~ ' ‘-~

) NOV 14 1984

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vS.

CHARLES S5aM, JR.,

Tt Vs Smmtt Nt Vol Ve gl gt ot

Defendant. No. 84-CR-108-E o -

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48{a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby
dismisses with prejudice Counts 2 and 4 of the Indictment against

CHARLES 5AM, JR., defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Kw«-ﬂ-\— - (iygﬁfzf\

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing

dismissal.

tes District Judge

b 24

Date:
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ., “4.f/

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA “JV/S -

- 1(:‘;5- o L(Ié?‘;

05

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, SR oy

ozt

Plaintiff,
vs.

CONNIE POLHAMUS,

R e i i L

Defendant. No. 84-CR-72-06-Bt

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 4B{a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma
hereby dismisses all previous Indictments against defendant CONNIE

POLHAMUS, with prejudice.

LAYN R, PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

e 0

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

T et

Uhited States District Judge

foregoing dismissal.

Date:




Jnited States of America vs. — United Statss District Court for

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT :0RDER “.a0iiis wim

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P—— 11 15 1984

COUNSEL t——J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

LX JWITHCOUNSEL L John E. Dowdell and _Jon K., _Sargent,_appadinted,
it il Sl

{(Na2me of counsel)

PLEA L GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L j NOLO CONTENDERE, XX t NOT GUILTY _
there is a factual basis for the plca, NOV 15 1984}
—————j frere being  Bcicgverdic of i——Jd NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ?ighrqqéjyﬁj} C!Cf‘\M
LX3 GUILTY. B, S RSRICT O
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having wviolated Title 26, U.S5.C.,
FINDING & L §7201, as charged in Counts 1, 2 and 3 of Superseding Indictment.
JUDGMERT

S

—'-_\ . . A T

The court asked whether defendant had anything 1o say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared Lo the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Altorney Genera or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE COUNT ONE (1) - Three (3) years, under the condition that the
OR >defendant be placed 4in a jail type or treatment institution for a
PROBATION | period of three (3) months; the remainder of said sentence is suspended
ORDER | and the defendant is placed on probation, to commence upon release from
confinement,

~ COUNTS TWO (2) and THREE (3) - The imposition of sentence is
SPECIAL suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a period of

CONDITIONS | Five (5) Years as to each count, to commence upon the release from

- OF confinement imposed in Count 1.

PROBATION ' ]

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant pay cost of prosecution
in the amount of $5,540.17. . The defendant is granted until November 23.,
1984, 10:00 a.m. to post appeal bond in the amount of $5,000 (cash or

ADDITIONAL | Surety) .

CONDITIONS {n addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation sel out on the
OF reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court mav change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
j any time during the probauian period of within a maximum probalion period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the protation period.

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

11 is ordered that the Clerk deiiver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMIT:ENT and commitment Lo the U.5. Mar-
BE;:::USN- shal or other qualified officer,
-
SIGNED BY
L—2£1 u.s. District Judge )
L | U.5. Magistrate > 1
H. Dale Cook pate NOVv. 15, 15884

5%




Jnited States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United States District Court

L .. CONNTE PQLHAMUS __ _ _ _ _ 1

DOCKET NO. = | 84-CR-72-06—-BT

JUDGMENT AND PRORATION/COMMITMENT ORDER ©-

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

MONTH DAY

11-15-84

P—

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired 1o
have counsc! appointzd by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
X_JWITHCOUNSEL v__Sondra Fogley Houstan, Caurt Appointed. — — — — — J
{Name of counsel)
PLEA WE__J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | ] NOLO CONTENDERE, L | NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basjs for the plea,
—_ L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/3e¥$X of
X GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of 1hc-offcnsc(s) of having violated Title 28, U.S.C.,
FINDING & >_Sect10n 843 (b} as charged in the One count Superseding information.
JUDGMENT ) : .

\  The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be [,;ronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, of appcared lo the court, the courl adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE
OR Count 1 - Four (4} Years.
PROBATION
CRDER - ‘
. . - . .
UNJ.‘ted Stetes Dictrs -t Court )
. Northera District ef Cklatoma) 59 -
SPECIAL I herehy cortisr 1rot the X o
CONDITIONS 15 a0 tope - ; S ’,._ 1 1 :;.'L fOT‘CgOlng 5‘"",
OF . brue cony oz Loe original on file St
PROBATION in this Court.. _
- ' (0]
Jasck g. Silver, Clerk . i
- 7 e -
By il QOQ& ég - Ze T .
ADDITIONAL _ 2 S
CONDITIGNS tn addimion to the special conthticas of probation imposed abR@,L?M;%rcby ordered that the general conditions;of probation set out on the
OF reverse side of this judgment be impased. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a vivlation occurring during the probation period.
>Thc court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
. T It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
Approved as to Form: hat . the defendant a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT receive both treatment and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- for drug addiction and| shal or ather qualified officer.
DATION vocational training fo
2Tald Hilsher future employment.
Asst. U.S. Attorney
SIGNED BY : \

L...&.J U.S, District Judge

L1 U.5. Magistrate

THOMAS R. BRETT,JUDGE oste _Ll-15-84 |




Jnited States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United Sta%es District Court sor

L THE NQRTHERN DTSTRICT OF _OKLAHOMA J
84-CR-88-BT '

DOCKET NO. |

MONTH

)._ 11~

{n the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

COUNSEL L J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right 10 counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsef.
X JWITHCOUNSEL L. Darxell Bclton, retained counsel __ _ . _ _ —~ — — — 4
{Name of counsel) Cox
L.X 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 | NOLO CONTENDERE,
PLEA . ; ) .
there is a factual basis for the plea,
EEEEEE— L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding fyseshiut of
Kt X1 GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense{s) of having violated Titl:él
FINDING & > Section 1343 as charged in count 1 of the indictment.
JUDGMENT

-

E—

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORODER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

>The court orders commitment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

- ./

StGNED BY

|_...}E..J 1.5, District Judge

I___ 1 U5, Magistrate ’ -

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, of appeared to the courl, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed io the custody of the Attarney General of his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 1 - Three (3) years, on the condition that the defendant
shall be confined in a jail type or treatment institution
for a period of six (6) months, the execution of the
remainder of the sentence is hereby suspended and the
defendant is placed on probation for a period of thirty
{30) months, to commence when the defendant is released
from confinement.

It is further adjudged that the execution of this sentence is
deferred until such time as defendant is advised by the U.S.
Probation Department for the Northern District of Oklahoma that
space is available at the Salvation Army Pre-release Center.

In addition 1o the spevial conditions of probation imposad above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

any time during the probation period or within a maximum probalion period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warran! and revoke

probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
> ! and commiltment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

Approved as to form:

Kelith Ward
Asst.U.S.Attorney

THOMAS R. BRETT, JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHEEN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vVSs.

DANNY KEN SAUL,

Defendant. No., 84-CR-88-Bt

Nt Sttt et Nl gl gyt gt et gl omgt®
— .-,

[a%]

(]

=

(s

— U

Ly

4

%

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon,
the United States Attorney for the Northern District of

Oklahoma hereby dismisses with prejudice COUNTS TWO

through FIVE of the INDICTMENT, against DANNY KEN SAUL,

defendant.

¢
iz (000
KEITH WARD
Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. S. Courthouse
Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

s
B

foregoing dismissal.

United States District Judge

Date: November &, 1984




United States District Court ror

Jnited States of Americavs., —
e e e e ) L _THE NOR.. 7IRN_DISTRICT
DEFENDANT OF _QKLAHOMA
L. — BRENDA JOQYCE-PETERS — — — -— —1 DOCKET NO. P9~ |__84=CR=03-RT |
ortds wiar
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date J——— 11- 08~ 84

COUNSEL L. WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appoint:d by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X ywiTHcounsEL L__Sondra Fogley Houston, court appointed _ _ _ _ _ _ ]
{Name of counsel) G
e
[
PLEA LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | NOLO CONTENDERE, \__MT GLI}:LT‘L
there is a factua! basis for the plea, _ et e
e, == .
1
(e ]

L—01J NOT GUILTY. Dcfendant is discharged

h There being a finding/ vt of gl
£__s GUILTY. SO
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Tit._:fég 18, U.S.C
) b . 7

FINDING & > Section 657 as charged in counts 1 and 4 of the indictient.
JUDGMENT

-

\ The couft a-ked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced, Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared 10 the court, the courl adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and corvicted and ordered that: FyevisfoosTHbIK

mmxmwmmmxuuawmmmm&xwm

SENTENCE \, Count 1 & 4 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant

OR : : :
PROBATION is placed on probation for a period of four (4) years
ORDER as to each count. Probation imposed as to count 1 to
run concurrent with probation imposed in count 4.
SPECIAL IT IS FURTHER ORDERED by the Court that defendant, Brenda Joyce
CONDITIONS ?eters make restitution in the amount of $7,800.00, to be made
OF in payments determined by the United States Probation Office for
PROBATION the Northern District of Oklahoma, Tulsa, Oklahoma.
ADDITIONAL : ‘ .
CONDITIONS In addilion to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the

aF reverse side of Lhis judgment be imposced. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the p_eriod of probation, and at
any time during the probatian period or within a maximum probaiion period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

>The court orders commitment to the custady of the Attorney General and recommends,
Iv is ordered that the Clerk deliver

Approved a to, form; a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT and commitment to the U5, Mar-.
RECOMMEN- ¢ shal of other qualified officer.
DATION AL/

enneth P. Snoke
-/
Asst. U.S. Attorney

SIGNED BY
L1 u.5. District Judge ’

e

4 - 3
+ JUDGE ocate _11-08-84 |

| § V.5, Magistrate




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

vs.

BRENDA JOYCE PETERS No. 84-CP-93~BT

OEDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of Court endorsed hereon the United States
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby dismisses
with prejudice Counts II and III only of the Indictment against

Brenda Joyce Peters, defendant.

JKENNETH B. SNOKE
Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of Court is granted for the filing of the foregoing

dismissal.
ey oS

Tnited StatesMagrstrate
Twd s

Date:
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ..

= I L E D
iN CPEN CoUIRT
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, [}OV 81984 QFCZ
Plaintiff,
Jack C. Sitvar, Dinse
U. S 0T

VS.

BILLIE DEAN RILEY,

Defendant. No. B4-CR-96-Bt //

. N N N S N S A

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48 (a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon,
the United States Attorney for the Northern District of

SUPERSEDING
Oklahoma hereby dismisses with prejudice the INDICTMENT,

against BILLIE DEAN RILEY, defendant.

A Gl —
L/géQK MORGAN ﬁ/
ssistant Unitled States Attorney

460 U. S. Courthouse
Tulsa, OK. 74103
(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

United States District Judge

foregoing dismissal.

Date: November 8, 1984




United States of America vs. _— United St;ates District Court for

’ !L________________._.________;_____l LTHE NOR.aERN DISTRICT_OF OKLAHOMA
DEFENDANT -
L JAIME FLORES 1 BOCKET NO. S | 84-CR-99-BT |

" ANDIPROBA’

. In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
: the defendani appeared in person on this date L—— 11 08 84

COUNSEL L] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired ta
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

: XX WITHCOUNSEL _William R, Edmison,_ Appointed Counse '._L: EE“_[)_J

{Name of counsel}

© aga SXXJGUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L NOLO CONTENDERE, | OV U151984
> there is a factual basis for the plea, -
Jack C. Silver, Clerk

L NOT GUILTY. Defendan; is discharged U. S. DISTRICT COURY

LXX 1 GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having viclated Title 18 . U.5.C.,
Secticon 1341 as charged in count 1 of the indictment.

There being a finding/3exdigt of

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

\  The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared 1o the court, the court adjadged the defendant guilty as charged and convicled and ordered that: XM XX

B 26K 2604 s D e B 2 3 H X O S O M O 24 X D O BEE IO SEF0N K S D D e Koo e ek

SE";E"CE Count 1 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant is
placed on probation for a pericd of Two (2 ears.
PROBATION P P (2) years
ORDER
SPECIAL , . . .
CONDITIONS Defendant is ordered to make restitution of $167.00 as directed
OF by the U.S. Probation Office.
PROBATION :
ADDITIONAL .
COGNDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation inposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set cut on the
OFf reverse side of this judgment bue imposed. The Cour: may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within 2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revake

PROBATION probation for a violation eccurring during the probation period.

>Thc court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommernds,
L is ordered that the Clerk deliver

p ved as tp, formy
y ! a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT / @A{p and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.

DATION Keith Ward
Asst. U,S5. Attorney

S

SIGNED BY
I_M .5, District Judge P e /-’_\
L ] U.S. Magistrate } 4 WM —l

THOMAS R. BRETT pate _11-8-84 |




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

bl E D

UNITED STATES QF AMERICA, [N OPFSN CHURT

)
) A
Plaintiff, ) KOV 81984
) _
) Jack C. Siiuar, Clark
ve ) U, 8 I
)
) —
JAIME FLORES, )
)
Defendant. ) No. 84-~-CR-99-Bt

ORCER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon,
the United States Attorney for the Northern District of

Oklahoma hereby dismisses with prejudice COUNTS TWO

through ELEVEN of the INDICTMENT, against JAIME FLORES,

defendant.

e

KEITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U, S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

United States District Judge

Date: November 8, 1984
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Linited States of America vs,

COUNSEL

PLEA

)

United States District Court o

-

84~CR-64-BT |

DOCKET MO. 31

DAY

08

MONTH

11

In the presence of the attorney for the government

P——

However the court advised defendant of right te counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

r Ernest A. Bedford, Appointed Counsel = -t = ..D_J

(Name of counsel)
l { NOLO CONTENDERE, 1 ] N?JOGVUI_L'IéY

the defendant appeared in person on this date

L WITHOUT COUNSEL

1ZX] WITH COUNSEL
XX j GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basjs for the plea,

.1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

Jack C. Siiver, Cler:

There being a finding/3XMa of
KX coiLTy. U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Defendant has becn convicled as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S8.C.,
FINDING & Section 1341 as charged in Count 1 of the indictment.
JUDGMENT
—

\ The courl a.ked whether defendant had anything 1o say why judgment should not be p.ronounced. Because no sufficient cause 1o the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: THeAEKKAFX XK
xﬁmxxaxmxxxxxxxuwxxxxwwxxﬂxxxwxxxxwxxxxxxxwxxhﬂxxkﬂﬁxxﬁﬁﬂﬁkkﬁ

SENTENCE L .
oR Count 1 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant is
PROBATION placed on probation for a period of Two (2) years.
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS It 1s'ordered that the defendant make restitution of $197.00 within
OF the fl?St Slx'(6) months of his probation as directed by the U.S.
PROBATION Probation Office.
ADDITIONAL o ’ . )
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set.‘ou! on the
F reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
0 any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for 4 violation uccurring during the probation peried.
>'Thc court orders commilment 1o the custody ol the Attorney General and recommends, —
Appr, ved as t orm: 1t is ordered that the Clerk deiiver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT W M and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- 8 shal or other qualified officer.
DATION Keith Ward
Asst. U.S. Attorney
-/
SIGNED BY

LXX u.s. pistrict fudge

L} V.S, Magistrate

THOMAS R. BRETT pate __11-8-84




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, oL =
N IN CPEN cnup
Plaintiff, ' K T
0V 8 1984
vs. Jack €. Sivsar Qiapl

U. 8 rie

DOUGLAS ARNOLD FARRIS,

T Nt Tt Nt Nt S Smmt Nt n omall el et

Defendant. No. 84-CR-64

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48 (a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon,
the United States Attorney for the Northern District of

Oklahoma hereby dismisses with prejudice COUNTS TWO

through SEVEN of the INDICTMENT, against DOUGLAS

ARNOLD FARRIS, defendant.

Yo el

KEITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

& 4%,;/@,@@&%\

United States District Judge

foregoing dismissal,

Date: November 8, 1984




United States District Court ro

., United States of America vs. -

; L
" DEFENDANT
) L

84-CR~87-BT )

_t DOCKET NO. P |

+

MONTH DAY YEAR

: in the presence of the attorney for the governirent
; the defendani appearcd in person on this date Po—— 11 07 84

COUNSEL L] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

L XX) WiTH COUNsEL | Howard W. Sell, Appointed Counsel

{Name of counsel) F l L E D

: PLEA t XX GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that ] NOLO CONTENDERE, L t NOT GUILTY
s there is a factyal basis for the plea, . “UV 7 m
TN

b b i, b Los

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

i There being a finding/serbex of XX Jack C Sllver) C‘erh
3 A4 GUILTY, U_ S- D'STR'CT COURT
i Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of  having violated Title 18, U.S.C., .
§ FINDING & > Section 1341 as charged in Count 1 of the Indictment.
i JUDGMENT

-/

\ The (ourt asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared 10 the court, the court adjudged the defendant guiity as charged and convicted and ordered that: YR ARKHHKGK

REA35 X St e KaCat SO0 S 30K MK A MR HOT KA XK I MM K MK a0 163E 0L M D0 M O R 0 R s s ariecvat
SENTENCE - Count 1 - ;mposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant
OR is placed on probation for a period of Two (2) years.
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION Pursgantlto the defendants statement that he will make full
restitution the Court orders the defendant to make full
restitution as directed by the U.S. Probation Office.
ADDITIONAL , . .
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation irposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
feverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any time during the probalion period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitied by law, may issue 2 warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for 4 vivlation occurning during the probation period.

>Tht: court urders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
{1 is ordered that the Clerk deliver

Prroved as Ho form: rder he Clerk :
a certified copy of this judgmen
e 4 and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMER: shal or other qualified officer.

DATION Kelth Ward
Asst. U.S5. Attorney
-V

SIGNED BY
LXKJ U.S, District Judge )
-
.1 U.S. Magistrate } /é’;{ﬂﬂ’“M— |

THOMAS R. BRETT Dafe 11-7-84

L




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCOR THE
NORTHEEN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs.

CHARLES KENNETH RIVETT, JR.,

R R e N P
Lo
jat)
)
=
-}
L
-

>
%
-

Defendant. No. 84-CR-87-Bt

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon,
the United States Attorney for the Northern District of

Oklahoma hereby dismisses with prejudice COUNTS TWO

through FIVE of the INDICTMENT, against CHARLES KENNETH

RIVETT, JR., defendant.

/{jf’;i[g
KELTH WAR
Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. 5. Courthouse
Tulsa, OK. 74103
(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

%{cw%}&

United States District Judge /

foregoing dismissal.

Date: November 7, 1984




United States of America vs,

OEFENDANT

United States Distriet Court ror

TIO N/ 583 TRIT

i Er EY

4

COUNSEL

YEAR

B4

DAY

07

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appearced in person on this date

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to

L WITHOUT COUNSEL
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
EX ywiTH counser . _Jeffrey D. Fischer, Appointed Counsels = !
{Name of counsel) i’ i_ 3_— &
- \_&X | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___JNOLO CONTENDERE, | __ N ILT
PLEA , . -7 1984 -
there is a factual basis for the plea, e - - A
ﬁ L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jack C. Silver, Clerk
There being a finding/veiRiEnof . q. DISTRICT COUR}
(XX 1 GUILTY. U3
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & & Section 1341 as charged in Count 1 of the indictment.
JUDGMENT
Y\ The court a_ked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be p'ronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared Lo the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: TRX®RMBIMER
M 06 M0 20T SOUHM SR K LI AR DEX R O0M M Mt iz Xothos stk orst o Sexipprisanant {esangnog oy
SENTENCE C £t 1 v \ . .
OR > oun - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant is
PROBATION placed on probation for a period of Two (2) years.
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF Pursuant to the defendants statement that she will make full
PROBATION restitution the Court orders the defendant to make full restitution
as directed by the U.S. Probation Office.
ADDITIONAL . .
CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special conditions of probation impused above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probauon set out on the
0F reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the r{enod of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
>Thc court orders commitment to the custody of the Atiorney General and recommends,
pyored as to fprm: Iu is ordered that the Clerk deliver
] a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT //M and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- : shal or other qualified officer.
DATION Kel¥h Ward
Asgt. U.S. Attorney
-/
SIGNED BY
LEX) Us. Distriet Judge < -
s
U.S. Magistrate J
THOMAS R. BRETT Date 11-7-84 |

'/




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHEEN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, h (“].‘:‘_‘.:«'_'Jl {Z"*' IRT
Plaintiff, woy 71984 bﬂz
Jaci 6. 3. 2o
VS. A TR
U.s

MARY JACQUELYN RIDER,

No. 84-CR-85-Bt f/

N Nt St St St vt St ks St gt S Sae®

Defendant.

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon,
the United States Attorney for the Northern District of

Oklahoma hereby dismisses with prejudice COUNTS TWO

through TWENTY-EIGHT of the INDICTMENT, against MARY

JACQUELYN RIDER, defendant.

K bl

KETTH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

e 25

United States District Judg

foregoing dismissal.

Date: November 7, 1984




United St-ates District Court for

i

AOQ 245 (6/74)

JUDGMENT AND PRO2ATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

{n the prescnce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR.
the defcndant appeared in person on this date Po— f
PP P 11- 06- 84 19
COUNSEL L— ! WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counse! and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
Lx | WITHCOUNSEL . _ _Charles H._Froeb, Court Appointed. . . - _ J
(Name of counsel) wt . -
d VR
PLEA X J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | ] NOLO CONTENDERE, L INOT GUI.LTY
. . . ,
there is a factual basis for the plea, i - 6 984
L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged o
There being 2 findinglmRixt of e e
LX § GUILTY. o ?f_?”};‘ conT
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 2]_ Uu.s.c.,
FINDING& | Section 843(b), as charged in the one count Information.
JUDGMENT '
e
\  The court asked whether defendant had anything 1o say why judgment shouid not be p;ronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a peried of
SENTENCE Count 1 - Thirty (30) months
OR :
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL The Court recommends that defendant receive treatment
comg:'u"s for alcoheol and drug abuse.
PROBATION *
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addilion to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
OF reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change lhc conditions of probation, reduce or extend the peried of probation, and a1
any time during the probatign period or within a4 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and rovoke
PROBATION probation for 4 violation occurring during the probation period.
>The court orders commitment 1o the custody ol the Attorncy General and recommends,
Approved as to form: that defendant be It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
. " i this iud
"RECOMMEN. W Ei:ziiutgoinin Texas :nzf;‘;‘::”:;gt‘)w‘”:: U, Mar
RECOMMEN- ' " shal or other qualified afficer.
DATION  I'¥efk Morg
Assistant U.S. Attorney
SIGNED BY ’:',- ol

LL U.5. District Judoe

1 1 U5, Magistrate

L

) / 7l v

THOMAS R. Bnl'flull

£ A

ll ~06-84

Date




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
SR

w1584

Jace ©
b
1

FIE

Plaintiff,

vs.

JOHN ROBERT SEARS,

T Tmmt e Tt S St gt gt S Sk gt it

Defendant. No. 84-CR-102-Bt

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon,
the United States Attorney for the Northern District of

Oklahoma hereby dismisses with prejudice BOTH CQUNTS (ONE &

TWO) of the INDICTMENT, agzinst JOHN ROBERT SEARS, defendant.

JACK MORGAN

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U, S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

S/ THONAS R. BRETT

United States District Judge

Date: November/é, 1984




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOK TiE I L E
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

NOV - 51984

jack C. Silver, Clq(!_g
U. S. DISTRICT G

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vsl

ARVLE EDGAR MEDLIN,

Defendant. No. 84~-CR-74~E

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a} of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma
hereby dismisses Counts 1, 2, 5, and 6 of the Indictment against

defendant ARVLE EDGAR MEDLIN, without prejudice,

LAYN R, PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

s/ JAMES Q. ELU.SQ&
United States District Judge

Date:
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United States of America vs. -

L
DEFENDANT
[

A
COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING & >

JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS
aFf

PRGBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN.
DATION

United States District Court ror

84~CR-49~BT O

DOCKET NO. P |

DAY

MONTH

11

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendani appeared in person on this date

02 84

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired ta

have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon w?od asIstant of ccEe!. D

L J WITHOUT COUNSEL
X i

1XX ) WITH COUNSEL

§ \
i NOLO CONTENDERE, l I%Q?},GU‘E{_'
=0k ©. Silver, 32

D ONQTEI AT e
..g_.".d'l"-' [ '.!.

R}

XX § GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basjs for the plea,

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/veRMat of
XX | GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicled as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21 r U.S5.C.,

Section 843(a) (4) (A) as charged in the superseding information.

The court asked whether defendant had anything to a4y why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appcared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Three (3) years, on the condition that the defendant

be confined in a jail type or treatment institution

for a period of six (6) months, the execution of the
remainder of the sentence is suspended and the defendant
is placed on probation for a period of thirty (30)
months, to commence upon release from confihement.

Count 1 -

It is further adjudged that the execution of the sentence is
déferred until Monday, November 19, 1984, at 11:00 a.m., at
which time the defendant is to present himself to the designated
institution. The U.S. Marshal shall advise the defendant of

the designated ins%itution.

In addition to the special vonditions of probation impesed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
feverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditiuns of probation, reduce or extend Lthe peried of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or withtn a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrani and revoke

probation for 4 violation occurring during the probation period.

>Thc court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
s to form: It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

shat or other gualified officer,

Approved

Kenneth P/ Sag]

-

SIGNED BY

2K

Agst. U.S. Attorney

S O

pate . 11-2-84 ;

THOMAS R. BRETT




277

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THEw~ | [ [ ')
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA [N Op=ir i

T
\ WU 21984
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ;
Jack C. Sijyar Ninx
Plaintiff, 0 ﬂ(f)STSa"}m‘!‘J Gl

vs.

MICHAEL B. McCORMICK,

/

No. 84-CR-49-Bt

i L N A I ey ST

Defendant.

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon,
the United States Attorney for the Northern District of

Oklahoma hereby dismisses with prejudice the INDICTMENT,

against MICHAEL B. McCORMICK, defendant.

/K'ENNETH P. 'SNOKE
Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. 8. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK., 74103

(918) ©581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

—

United States District Judge & )

Date: November 2, 1984




